REMARKS 


In the Office Action mailed October 27, 2008, claims 1 53-1 56, 1 58-1 66 and 
1 68-1 71 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to comply 
with the written description requirements. 

Claims 1 53-1 56, 1 58-1 66, 1 67-1 71 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2, 
first paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. 

Claims 1 53-1 55, 1 58-1 65, and 1 68-1 71 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 
1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Walker (U.S. Patent No. 6,227,972) in view of 
Crouch (U.S. Patent No. 5,580,053). 

Claims 1 56 and 1 66 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walker in view of Crouch and further in view of Walker '765 (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,364,765). 

35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2, first paragraph 

Responsive to the rejection of claims 1 53-1 56, 1 58-1 66 and 1 68-1 71 

under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 2, first paragraph as failing to comply with the written 
description requirement, and claims 1 53-1 56, 1 58-1 66 and 1 67-1 71 under 35 
U.S.C. § 1 1 2, first paragraph, as failing to comply with the enablement 
requirement, independent claims 1 53 and 1 62 have been amended to a 
commensurate scope as the specification. In addition to the above-mentioned 
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amendments of independent claims 1 53 and 1 62, claims 1 64, 1 65, 1 68 and 1 69 
have been amended to more clearly define the claimed invention. 

Accordingly, Applicants respectfully submit that the claims as presented in 
the amendment conform to all applicable requirements under 35 U.S.C. §1 1 2 and 
request that the rejections be withdrawn. Applicants note that such amendments 
are not intended to limit the claimed invention. Rather, such amendments are 
made solely in response to the rejections recited in the Office Action. 

35 U.S.C. § 103(a) 

• Walker (U.S. Patent No. 6,227,972) in view of Crouch (U.S. Patent No. 
5,580,053) 

• Walker in view of Crouch and further in view of Walker '765 (U.S. Patent No. 
6,364,765). 

Responsive to the rejection of claims 1 53-1 55, 1 58-1 65, and 1 68-1 71 
under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Walker in view of Crouch and 
the rejection of claims 1 56 and 1 66 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walker in view of Crouch and further in view of Walker '765, 
Applicants note that dependent claims 1 54-1 56 and 1 58-1 61 depend from 
independent claim 1 53, and dependent claims 1 63-1 66 and 1 68-1 71 depend 
from independent claim 1 62. 

Applicants respectfully submit that dependent claims 1 54-1 56, 1 58-1 61 , 
1 63-1 66 and 1 68-1 71 are not obvious in view of the combination of Walker, 
Crouch and Walker '765 because these references, alone or in combination, fail to 
teach or suggest all the claimed limitations of the amended claims. Moreover, 
these dependent claims further recite and define the claimed invention, and thus, 
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are independently patentable. In conclusion, Applicants respectfully submit that 
the 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) rejections of claims 1 53-1 56, 1 58-1 66 and 1 68-1 71 have 
been overcome. 

In view of the foregoing, the Applicants respectfully submit that the 
application is complete and claims 1 53-1 56, 1 58-1 66 and 1 68-1 71 are 
patentably distinct, and therefore request that the application be moved forward 
for patenting. 


Respectfully submitted, 
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